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Art Unit: 2686 

DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Action is in response to Applicant's amendment filed on December 7, 2004. Claims 
1-26 are now pending in the present application. This Action is made FINAL. 

Drawings 

2. New replacement drawing sheets are required in this application. See the attached Notice 
of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review for appropriate corrections. 

3. Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 . 121(d) are required in reply to 
the Office Action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended replacement drawing 
sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, 
even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure number of an amended drawing 
should not be labeled as "amended". If a drawing figure is to be canceled, the appropriate figure 
must be removed from the replacement sheet, and where necessary, the remaining figures must 
be renumbered and appropriate changes made to the brief description of the several views of the 
drawings for consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the 
renumbering of the remaining figures. The replacement sheet(s) should be labeled "Replacement 
Sheet" in the page header (as per 37 CFR 1.84(c)) so as not to obstruct any portion of the 
drawing figures. If the changes are not accepted by the Examiner, the Applicant will be notified 
and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office Action. If a response to the 
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present Office Action fails to include proper drawing corrections, corrected drawings or 
arguments therefor, the response can be held NON-RESPONSIVE and/or the application could 
be ABANDONED since the objections/corrections to the drawings are no longer held in 
abeyance. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office Action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless ~ (e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, 
published under section 122(b), by another Qled in the United States before the invention by the applicant for 
patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in 
section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such 
treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1, 2, 9, 10, 17, and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Chhatriwala et al. (U.S. Patent # 6,725,060 Bl). 

Regarding claim 1, Chhatriwala et al. disclose a system, comprising: a host processor 
(PDA unit which comprises controlling and processing capabilities; col 1, lines 19-24) having 
an active state that allows a user to specify a policy (Run applications such as programs, games 
and scheduling programs; col l t lines 19-24), and an inactive state where the host processor is 
inoperative to user inputs (A sleep mode responsive to cessation of activity on the PDA; col 2, 
lines 46-49); and a device coupled to the host processor to transmit and receive Radio Frequency 
(RF) signals in accordance with the policy when the host processor is in the inactive state (The 
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PDA sleep mode being independent from the wireless phone operation, such as receiving 
incoming calls or placing outgoing calls; col. 3, lines 59-61; col. 4, lines 31-37). 

Regarding claim 2, and as applied to claim 1, Chhatriwala et al. disclose the 
aforementioned system, wherein the inactive state of the host processor includes the host 
processor in one of a power-off state, a power-down state, a standby state and a sleep state (A 
sleep mode responsive to cessation of activity on the PDA; col. 2, lines 46-49). 

Regarding claim 9, and as applied to claim 1, Chhatriwala et al. disclose the 
aforementioned system, wherein the policy is defined by a user interacting with the host 
processor in the active state (The PDA sleep mode being independent from the wireless phone 
operation, such as receiving incoming calls or placing outgoing calls; col. 3 } lines 59-61; col 4, 
lines 31-37). 

Regarding claim 10, and as applied to claim 1, Chhatriwala et al. disclose the 
aforementioned system, wherein the device remains powered when the host processor is inactive 
(Wherein the wireless phone is power-on independently from the power state/mode of the PDA; 
col 3, lines 59-61; col 4, lines 31-37). 

Regarding claim 17, Chhatriwala et al. disclose a portable computer having a host 
processor (PDA unit which comprises controlling and processing capabilities; col. 7, lines 19- 
24), comprising an RF device (wireless telephone/pager, Fig. 1, item 30) to request data in 
accordance with a policy that stores user-defined services (i.e. personal scheduling programs) in 
preparation of a command from the host processor to request the user-defined services (The PDA 
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comprising open platforms for allowing users to program or configure PDAs themselves, and run 
many applications such as programs, games and scheduling programs; furthermore wherein the 
information from the PDA and the wireless telephone is transferred from one another; col 1, 
lines 18-24 and line 52-62), wherein the RF device provides wireless transmission even when the 
host processor is in an inactive state (The PDA's sleep mode is independent from the wireless 
phone operation, such as receiving incoming calls or placing outgoing calls, consequently, the 
phone provides wireless transmission when the PDA is the sleep mode; col. 3, lines 59-61; col 

4, lines 31-37). 

Regarding claim 19, and as applied to claim 17, Chhatriwala et al. disclose the 
aforementioned portable computer, wherein the host processor is powered-off while the RF 
device requests data in accordance with the policy (Wherein the wireless phone is power-on 
independently from the power state/mode of the PDA, and its functionalities such as receiving 
incoming calls and placing outgoing calls for transmission are not affected by the PDA's power 
state/mode; col 3, lines 59-61; col 4, lines 31-37). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office Action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
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manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the Examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
invention was made in order for the Examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

6. Claims 3-6 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chhatriwala et al. (U.S. Patent # 6,725,060 Bl) in view of the pdQ Basics Handbook (80- 
68788-1, Rev. A). 

Regarding claim 3, and as applied to claim 1, Chhatriwala et al. disclose the 
aforementioned system. Chhatriwala et al. suggest wherein the policy includes at least one 
selected from a group that includes intranet services, e-commerce services, user preferences, 
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email messages, stock quotes, or Uniform Resource Locators (URLs), wherein the PDA device 
can be configured similarly to a PDQ™ 800/1900 device (col 1, lines 59-65). 

In the same field of endeavor, the pdQ Basics Handbook disclose a smartphone (Both 
phone and organizer), which includes wireless access to e-mail applications and Internet and can 
modify other applications according to the user preferences (chapter 1, page 7; chapter 2, page 
19). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have Chhatriwala et al. method for conserving power in an integrated 
electronic device to include means for specifying and modifying data application features in an 
integrated device as taught by the pdQ Basics Handbook for the purpose of providing internet 
and computer related data applications features to the integrated device. 

Regarding claim 4, and as applied to claim 1, Chhatriwala et al. disclose the 
aforementioned system. Chhatriwala et al. suggests the system further comprising a memory 
coupled to the host processor and to the device, wherein the electronic device can be similarly 
configured to a PDQ™ 800/1900 device (col I lines 59-65). 

In the same field of endeavor, the pdQ Basics Handbook disclose a smartphone (Both 
phone and organizer) comprising a memory in which applications reside (chapter 5, page 62). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have Chhatriwala et al. method for conserving power in an integrated 
electronic device to include means for specifying and modifying data application features in an 
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integrated device as taught by the pdQ Basics Handbook for the purpose of providing internet 
and computer related data applications features to the integrated device. 

Regarding claim 5, and as applied to claim 4, Chhatriwala et al. in view of the pdQ 
Basics Handbook disclose the aforementioned system. In addition Chhatriwala et al. wherein the 
memory stores data received by the device when the host processor is in the inactive state (The 
PDA sleep mode being independent from the wireless phone operation, such as receiving 
incoming calls or placing outgoing calls; col 3, lines 59-61; col 4, lines 37-37). 

Regarding claim 6, and as applied to claim 4, Chhatriwala et al. in view of the pdQ 
Basics Handbook disclose the aforementioned system. In addition, the pdQ Basics disclose 
wherein the memory stores the policy {chapter 1, page 7; chapter 2, page 19; chapter 5, page 
62; chapter 6, page 66). 

Regarding claim 11, and as applied to claim 1, Chhatriwala et al. disclose the 
aforementioned system. Chhatriwala et al. suggest the system further including an application 
processor having a bus coupled to the host processor, wherein the PDA device can be configured 
similarly to a PDQ™ 800/1900 device {col /, lines 59-65). 

In the same field of endeavor, the pdQ Basics Handbook disclose a smartphone (Both 
phone and organizer) comprising a memory, software, applications residing within the 
smartphone, and other basic computer architecture features which are interconnected or attached 
through bus transmission paths {chapter 5, page 62). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
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invention was made to have Chhatriwala et al. method for conserving power in an integrated 
electronic device to include means for specifying and modifying data application features in an 
integrated device as taught by the pdQ Basics Handbook for the purpose of providing internet 
and computer related data applications features to the integrated device. 

7. Claims 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chhatriwala et al. (U.S. Patent # 6,725,060 Bl) 

Regarding claims 7 and 8, and as applied to claim 1, Chhatriwala et al. disclose the 
aforementioned system. Chhatriwala et al. suggest wherein the system comprises a cache 
memory, wherein the system's electronic device can be similarly configured to a PDQ™ 
800/1900 device (col. 1, lines 59-65). Chhatriwala et al. fail to clearly specify where the host 
processor retrieves the data from the device and distinguishes cached data retrieved by the host 
processor (claim 7) and differentiating between the cached data for age information and live 
data. 

However, the Examiner takes Official Notice that differentiating between cached data for 
age information and live data is well known in the art of data processing. 

Therefore it would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to have 
Chhatriwala et al. method for conserving power in an integrated electronic device to differentiate 
between aged and live data between cached data for the purpose of partially recreating or 
updating present received data with one with previously stored, thus increasing the processing 
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time for reconstruction. 

8. Claims 12-16, 18, and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chhatriwala et aL (U.S. Patent # 6,725,060 Bl) in view of Nickum (U.S. Patent # 6,760,600 
B2) 

Regarding claim 12, Chhatriwala et al. disclose a portable system comprising (Fig. 7, 
item 10): a host processor having an active state to generate a policy and an inactive state where 
the host processor in not responsive to user inputs (A sleep mode responsive to cessation of 
activity on the PDA; col. 2, lines 46-49), and an RF device receive the policy and transmit and 
receive Radio Frequency (RF) signals in accordance with the policy when the host processor is 
in the inactive state (The PDA sleep mode being independent from the wireless phone operation, 
such as receiving incoming calls or placing outgoing calls; col. 3, lines 59-61; col 4, lines 31- 
37). Chhatriwala et al. fail to clearly specify wherein the RF device is attached to a card to insert 
into a slot of the portable system coupled to the host processor. 

In the same field of endeavor, Nickum discloses a portable communication apparatus 
comprising a portable computer and a cellular telephone; wherein the cellular telephone may be 
connected to the personal computer via a PCMCIA connection interface on the telephone, which 
engages a PCMCIA slot in the portable computer (col. 2, lines 54-57). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 

invention was made to have Chhatriwala et al. method for conserving power in an integrated 
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electronic device to attach a wireless communication device through a memory card as taught by 
Nickum for the purpose coordinating and avoiding duplicative technology with respect to 
communication devices and economy of space. 

Regarding claim 13, and as applied to claim 12, Chhatriwala et al. in view of Nickum 
disclose the aforementioned portable system. In addition Nickum discloses wherein the RF 
device transmits and receives RF signals in accordance with the policy when the card is detached 
from the portable system (Wherein each of the components of the communication apparatus is a 
stand alone unit having its own functionality when separated from the apparatus; col 4, lines 16- 
18). 

Regarding claims 14 and 15, and as each applied to claim 12, Chhatriwala et al. in view 
of Nickum disclose the aforementioned portable system. In addition Nickum disclose wherein 
the card is a PCMCIA card (claim 14), specifically a Type II PC card (col. 5, lines 17-20) (claim 
15). 

Regarding claim 16, and as applied to claim 12, Chhatriwala et al. in view of Nickum 
disclose the aforementioned portable system wherein the RF device receives a policy to 
communicate with the host processor. In addition Chhatriwala et al. disclose wherein the RF 
device change to the active state according to a completion of transmission or reception of data 
(The wireless telephone is placed in a power-off mode, subsequently a user beings inputting a 
telephone number and attempts to place a call after inputting the number, wherein such activity 
triggers the transition from the power-off state to the power-on state; col 3, lines 29-40; col 4 t 
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lines 26-42). 

Regarding claim 18, and as applied to claim 17, Chhatriwala et al. disclose the 
aforementioned portable computer comprising and RF device. Chhatriwala et al. fail to clearly 
specify wherein the RF device is attached to a PCMCIA card that is inserted into a slot in the 
portable computer that houses the host processor. 

In the same field of endeavor, Nickum discloses a portable communication apparatus 
comprising a portable computer and a cellular telephone; wherein the cellular telephone may be 
connected to the personal computer via a PCMCIA connection interface on the telephone, which 
engages a PCMCIA slot in the portable computer (col 2, lines 54-57). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have Chhatriwala et al. method for conserving power in an integrated 
electronic device to attach a wireless communication device through a memory card as taught by 
Nickum for the purpose coordinating and avoiding duplicative technology with respect to 
communication devices and economy of space. 

Regarding claim 20, and as applied to claim 17, Chhatriwala et al. disclose the 
aforementioned portable computer, wherein the RF device transmits and receives signals in 
accordance with the policy. Chhatriwala et al. fail to clearly specify wherein the RF device acts 
autonomously from the host processor when removed from the portable computer. 

In the same field of endeavor, Nickum discloses a portable communication apparatus 
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comprising a portable computer and a cellular telephone; wherein each of the components of the 
communication apparatus is a stand alone unit having its own functionality when separated from 
the apparatus (col. 4, lines 16-18). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have Chhatriwala et al. method for conserving power in an integrated 
electronic device to attach a wireless communication device through a memory card as taught by 
Nickum for the purpose coordinating and avoiding duplicative technology with respect to 
communication devices and economy of space. 

9. Claims 21-24 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
pdQ Basics Handbook (80-68788-1, Rev. A) in view of Chhatriwala et aL (U.S. Patent # 
6,725,060 Bl). 

Regarding claim 21, the pdQ Basics Handbook disclose a method comprising: updating a 
policy using a processor in a powered state (When the phone is turned on, the phone can be used 
to send and receive calls, to deploy palm applications; install applications; and making a data 
connection; and checking and responding to messages; chapter 3, page 1; chapter 2, pages 18- 
19; chapter 5, page 55); downloading the policy to a device (chapter 8, pages 75-76)\ powering- 
off the processor (placing the processor in an inactive state) (chapter 1, page 2); and using the 
device to transmit and receive Radio Frequency (RF) signals according to the policy (Antenna; 
chapter 1, page 3). 
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However, the pdQ Basics Handbook does not specifically disclose transmitting and 
receiving even when processor is in the inactive state. 

In the same field of endeavor, Chhatriwala et al. disclose a system, comprising: a host 
processor (PDA unit which comprises controlling and processing capabilities; col 1, lines 19-24) 
having an active state that allows a user to specify a policy (Run applications such as programs, 
games and scheduling programs; col 7, lines 19-24), and an inactive state where the host 
processor is inoperative to user inputs (A sleep mode responsive to cessation of activity on the 
PDA; col 2, lines 46-49); and a device coupled to the host processor to transmit and receive 
Radio Frequency (RF) signals in accordance with the policy when the host processor is in the 
inactive state (The PDA sleep mode being independent from the wireless phone operation, such 
as receiving incoming calls or placing outgoing calls; col 3, lines 59-61; col 4, lines 31-37). 

Therefore, it would have bee obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to allow reception and transmission of RF signals when the processor is 
in the inactive state as taught by Chhatriwala et al. in the method disclosed by the pdQ Basics 
Handbook for the purpose of permitting independent operation of the device. 

Regarding claim 22, and as applied to claim 21, the pdQ Basics Handbook, as modified 
by Chhatriwala et al, disclose the aforementioned method, further comprising storing the RF 
signals in a memory coupled to the device (Storing information which is received wirelessly, 
such as received calls identification numbers, e-mails, or Internet accessed information; chapter 
1, page 7; chapter 2, page 19; chapter 5, page 62; chapter 6, page 66). 



Application/Control Number: 10/026,426 
Art Unit: 2686 



Page 15 



Regarding claim 23, and as applied to claim 22, the pdQ Basics Handbook, as modified 
by Chhatriwala et al., disclose the aforementioned method, further comprising providing power 
to place the processor in a powered-on state (A battery and a PWR button; chapter 1, pages 2 
and 5). 

Regarding claim 24, and as applied to claim 23, the pdQ Basics Handbook, as modified 
by Chhatriwala et al., disclose the aforementioned method, further comprising generating a 
request from the powered-on processor to receive the RF signals from the device (Placing 
outgoing calls or sending e-mails through a wireless network; chapter 1, page 7; chapter 2, page 
19; chapter 3, page 24). 

Regarding claim 26, and as applied to claim 23, the pdQ Basics Handbook, as modified 
by Chhatriwala et al., disclose the aforementioned method, further comprising updating the 
policy with a record of activity between the processor and the device (Call history records; 
chapter 3, pages 26-27). 

10. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the pdQ Basics 
Handbook (80-68788-1, Rev. A) in view of Chhatriwala et al. (U.S. Patent # 6,725,060 Bl) as 
applied to claim 23 above, and further in view of Nickum (U.S. Patent # 6,760,600 B2) 

Regarding claim 25, and as applied to claim 23, the pdQ Basics Handbook, as modified 
by Chhatriwala et al., disclose the aforementioned method, wherein the request is passed to the 
device. The pdQ Basics Handbook, as modified by Chhatriwala et al., fail to clearly specify 
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wherein the device is attached to a PCMCIA card that is inserted into a slot in a computer that 
houses the processor. 

In the same field of endeavor, Nickum discloses a portable communication apparatus 
comprising a portable computer and a cellular telephone; wherein the cellular telephone may be 
connected to the personal computer via a PCMCIA connection interface on the telephone, which 
engages a PCMCIA slot in the portable computer (col. 2, lines 54-57). 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have the pdQ Basics Handbook, as modified by Chhatriwala et al., smart 
phone device to attach a wireless communication device through a memory card as taught by 
Nickum for the purpose coordinating and avoiding duplicative technology with respect to 
communication devices and economy of space. 



Response to Arguments 
1 1 . Applicant's arguments filed December 7, 2004 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Regarding claim 1, Applicant argues, on page 7 and 8 of the remarks, that "Chhatriwala 
et al. do not teach Applicant's claimed feature of transmitting when the host processor is in the 
inactive state". 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees with Applicant's argument because, as explained in 
the rejection above, Chhatriwala et al. clearly states that the sleep mode of the PDA (read on the 
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inactive state of the host processor) is independent of the current state of the wireless telephone 
(i.e., the phone can place outgoing calls (can transmit) or receive calls even if the PDA is in sleep 
mode) (column 3 lines 59-61 and column 4 lines 31-37). Clearly the claimed limitation of 
transmitting when the host processor is in the inactive state is met by the teachings of 
Chhatriwala et al. 

Regarding claim 12, in response to Applicant's argument, on page 10 of the remarks, 
against the references individually, one cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references 
individually where the rejections are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 
F.2d413,208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ375 
(Fed. Cir. 1986). Furthermore, as explained above in the answer to the Applicant's argument for 
claim 1, Chhatriwala et al. clearly disclose the limitation of transmitting when the host processor 
is in the inactive state (column 3 lines 59-61 and column 4 lines 3 1-37). 

12. Applicant's arguments, filed on December 7, 2004, with respect to claims 17 and 19, on 
page 8 of the remarks, have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection necessitated by the new limitations added to claim 17. See the above rejection of claims 
17 and 19 as well as the above response to the argument of claim 1 for the relevant citations 
found in Chhatriwala et al. disclosing the newly added limitations. 

13. Applicant's arguments, filed on December 7, 2004, with respect to claims 21-24 and 26, 
on pages 8 and 9 of the remarks, have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) 
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14. Additionally, Applicant's failure to adequately traverse the Examiner's taking of Official 
Notice in the last Office Action is taken as an admission of the fact noticed (i.e., that 
differentiating between cached data for age information and live data is well known in the art of 
data processing). 



Conclusion 

15. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office Action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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16. Any response to this Office Action should be faxed to (571) 273-8300 or mailed to: 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 



Hand-delivered responses should be brought to 

Customer Service Window 
Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 

17. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Rafael Perez-Gutierrez whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7915. The Examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 6:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha D. Banks-Harold can be reached on (571) 272-7905. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from, the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) or 703-305- 
3028. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist/customer service whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2600. 




R.P.G./rpg 



RAFAEL PEREZ-GUTIERREZ 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 

September 24, 2005 



